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a call to resist illegitimate authority 
FUNDING 
GAY RIGHTS 
·"It's been fifteen years," you say, "and I want to 
continue to support Resist but I don't understand why 
you never give grants to groups working for gay rights." 
Our immediate response is to run to the files, tripping 
over the telephone extension on the way, leaf through 
the folders and come up with the names of the one or 
two groups that we have supported, like the Gay/Les-
bian Draft Counseling and Resistance Network in Los 
Angeles. Or we want to tell you that we tried to get Gay 
Community News to send us a grant proposal after their 
offices burned last summer but they needed on-going 
support rather than the immediate support we could 
give them. But telling you these things, however true, 
doesn't clean the slate and we know there must be a 
more complete answer. 
Resist is a small staff that sometimes limps along in 
our small office, happy in the thought that many of the 
organizations we support are partially, if not totally, 
run by people who identify themselves as lesbians or gay 
men. This is not to say that there aren't a few groups 
who might be shocked at the thought of having a gay 
person in their midst, but we doubt it. We make sure 
that a majority of the groups who receive Resist grants 
consider lesbian and gay rights a necessary part of the 
work that we are all trying to do. 
However, we would like to encourage more gay and 
lesbian groups to apply. But we do so with mixed emo-
tions because we won't necessarily have the money to 
give them. Our intake for November was only 800/o of 
the amount we brought in last year with the same num-
ber of contributions. It looks like our usual autumn 
slump may carry itself right through to winter. We're 
pretty sure Resist is going to hang on for the ride but 
we're a little worried about all those groups who are 
sending us grant proposals. 
We don't have any special deals to offer. ·we're just 
asking for your support so we can continue with and 




The Israeli opposition to the invasion and occupation 
of Lebanon has been remarkable in two respects. First, 
in terms of relative size and scope, it has no precedent in 
earlier Israeli wars and few rivals in those of other 
nations. Second, this dissent has surfaced despite mili-
tary success and political gains in Lebanon: the breaking 
of the PLO's military arm and the expulsion of its lead-
ership, the further isolation of Syria, and the success in 
bringing a Phalange regime to power. 
Since the first demonstration June 5 on the eve of the 
invasion, thousands of Israelis have condemned . their 
government for its operation, policies and basic orienta-
tions. In early July, 100,000 Israelis demonstrated for 
an immediate end to the fighting, a withdrawal of the 
Israel-Defense Force (IDF) from Lebanon, and negotia-
tions between Israel and the Palestinians to settle their 
conflict. In late September, 400,000 people-more than 
a tenth of the total population-rallied in respo~se to 
the massacres of Palestinians in Beirut, blaming the 
Begin government and demanding the resignations of 
the Prime Minister and of his Defense Minister Ariel 
Sharon and IDF Chief of Staff Rafael Eitan. 
These events have been only the most visible in a per-
sistent protest which has included many smaller demon-
strations and vigils as well as petition drives, newspaper 
articles, heated debates among front-line soldiers, and 
even occasional acts of civil disobedience, e.g., the 
refusal of some reservists to serve in Lebanon. Why 
have so many Israelis objected so vigorously to the inva-
sion? What has been the impact and implications of 
their protest? And, finally, have their activities 
improved the chances for peace in the Middle East? 
In answer to the first question, the motives and goals 
of the protesters varied. The original dissenters were 
veteran peace activists who regarded the invasion as an 
extension of an already existing government policy: viz., 
the def acto annexation of the occupied territories which 
foreclosed any viable, peaceful resolution of the Arab-
Israel conflict. The majority, however, began to speak 
out only after the invasion expanded well beyond the 
25-mile limit promised at first by Begin. This majority, 
while motivated primarily by concern for the probable 
continued on page 2 
human,. material, and political costs which would be 
sustained by Israel, were also moved by the suffering 
Israel caused Lebanese and Palestinian civilians, and by 
the increasingly adverse international opinion of Israel. 
It was these last two factors which challenged their own 
self-image as morally superior to the Arab "enemy." 
This perception being the main stimulus for the massive, 
almost spontaneous condemnation of the government 
following the Beirut massacres, the protesters condemn-
ing the government both for allowing the massacres to 
occur and for then refusing to appoint a commission of 
inquiry. Many Israelis, including some hawks, felt an 
urgent need to clear their collective name and to disso-
ciate themselves from the gover~ment. The fact that the 
massacres occured during the Jewish penitential season 
no doubt heightened the response. Unfortunately, the 
eventual appointment of the commission and the public 
attention to its work succeeded in completely suspend-
ing the debate over policy which the original dissenters 
had opened. 
The Activists 
As stated above, the first protesters were for the most 
part peace activists organized in politically marginal 
groups: the Sheli party, the Council for Israel-Palestine 
Peace and the Committee for Solidarity with Bir Zeit 
University. Together with the larger Democratic Front, 
the Communist party whose main support is from 
Israeli Arabs, these groups advocated a two-state solu-
tion to the struggle between Israelis and Palestinians. 
That is, they proposed a process of mutual recognition 
of respective rights to self-determination and negotia-
tions between Israel and the PLO to culminate in the 
creation of a Pal~stinian state in the West Bank and 
Gaza alongside an Israel confined to its pre-1967 bor-
ders. This position divided the activists from the over-
whelming majority of Israelis. 
That majority itself remains split between supporters 
of the Labor Party and Mapam and the small liberal 
parties, and the backers of the Begin government. The 
former favor Jordanian civil administration of the West 
Bank and the restriction of an Israeli presence there to 
strategically vital areas. The latter favor the settlement 
program and the other means the government has 
employed to establish Jewish ownership, and eventual 
Israeli sovereignty, over the territories. 
During the past several years it has been the activists 
who have taken the lead in criticizing these programs-
joined on occasion by Peace Now (a more moderate 
movement originally founded in 1968 to prod Begin into 
peace negotiation with the late Egyptian president 
Anwar Sadat). In fact the first protest against the inva-
sion came on its eve, June 5, at a Tel Aviv demonstra-
tion called by the Committee for Solidarity with Bir Zeit 
University (since renamed CA WL, the Committee 
Against the War in Lebanon) to mark 15 years of occu-
pation and to protest recent repressions in the occupied 
territories. Aware of the intensive bombing of southern 
Lebanon then in progress, the 3,000 demonstrators took 
for their main slogan "No to the war in Lebanon." 
CAWL, Sheli, and the other peace groups understood 
that the intent of the invasion was to dismantle the 
PLO, destroying its personnel and thereby, at least 
according to the Begin government's calculation, crush-
ing the aspirations of the West Bank-residents for self-
determination. They dismissed the government's 
attempts to justify the invasion on grounds of security 
by noting that the PLO had consistently observed the 
cease-fire on the Lebanese border, until the last Israeli 
bombing of the PLO positions. Israel's long-term secur-
ity, they argued, could only be achieved through a polit-
ical settlement with the Palestinians. Because that peo-
ple now has a firm national identity, even the destruc-
tion of the PLO would not quell resistance. The 
speakers at the June 26 rally, which the peace groups 
organized, thus emphasized that the Palestinian pro-
blem had no military solution. Their 20,000 listeners 
called for an immediate cease-fire, the withdrawal of the 
IDF from Lebanon, and negotiations with the PLO. 
Peace Now 
By the June 26 rally, Peace Now had broken its 
silence and had condemned the war as unjustified 
because it was undertaken in pursuit of political goals 
and not to defend the existence of the state or to remove 
a threat to its basic security. Peace Now further noted 
that these goals, whether tightening the hold on the ter-
ritories or the political reconstruction of Lebanon, were 
not supported by the entire nation. In other words, they 
argued that there was no consensus for the war and for 
that reason Israeli losses could not. be tolerated. The 
movement's ads also argued that the continuation of the 
war would lead to perpetual conflict and the blackening 
of Israel's image in world opinion. Peace Now therefore 
called for an immediate cease-fire, withdrawal, and 
negotiation, but avoided mention of the PLO and sup-
port for the two-state solution. Nevertheless, this some-
what confused mixture of self-interest, moral revulsion, 
and vague policies apparently sounded right to many 
Israelis, 100,000 of whom attended the July 3 rally 
Peace Now sponsored. As novelist A.B. Yehoshua 
observed, these people were reluctant "to give up the 
warm and pleasant image of brave, little David defend-
ing himself and to adapt to the new one, that of a big fat 
sheriff out to create order in the Wild West." 
The Opposition Parties 
The leaders of the principal opposition parties, Labor 
and Mapam, did not begin to seriously criticize the war 
until early July (although they then noted that they had 
withheld support for the invasion when briefed privately 
beforehand by Begin). As could have been expected, 
their critique was pragmatic and narrow, mindful of the 
public fears that more fighting in Lebanon would exact 
a heavy death toll from Israel. At the beginning of 
August, they cited this prospect, the strains in the rela-
tions with the US, and the loss of European friends as 
sufficient reasons for the government to not attempt the 
invasion of West Beirut but rather to lift the blockade 
and secure a PLO departure through negotiations. A 
week later, Labor Party leader Shimon Peres added in 
published articles that Israel must work toward a politi-
cal resolution of the Palestinian problem. This position 
was amplified a month later by Peres's favorable com-
ments on the Reagan initiative (which denies Israeli 
claims of sovereignty to the West Bank and suggests 
that the territory be eventually returned to Jordan) 
which the Begin government had rejected in toto. 
Clearly Peres's interests were in ending the war, free-
ing Israel of Begin, relieving it of a million plus Palestin-
ians and maintaining Israel's special relationship with 
the US, though not necessarily in that order. He and his 
party colleagues did and do not appear concerned with 
the Palestinian problem as a human problem-an 
impression supported by Labor's strategy of using the 
massacres only as a weapon against Begin and Sharon 
and failing to see this incident as proof of the Palestin-
ians' need for their own homeland. 
The Army 
The opposition within the army, like that of Peace 
Now, was motivated by both self-interest and moral 
concern. As mentioned above, any invasion of West 
Beirut was expected to cost many Israeli lives and that 
prospect alone gave many soldiers reason to pause and 
consider the merits of the war. However, some soldiers 
appear to have been genuinely motivated by the shock-
ing effects of the war on the civilian populations. By the 
end of June, several had held press conferences to criti-
cize the conduct of the war while throughout the war 
there were reports of pilots refusing to bomb what they 
considered to be civilian targets. 
Several groups organized protests among the soldiers. 
''Soldiers Against Silence,'' which appeared at the 
beginning of July and whose members included the son 
of the Interior Minister, circulated a petition calling for 
the observance of the cease-fire then loosely in effect, 
the lifting of the siege of Beirut, and Defense Minister 
Sharon's resignation. By August, 2,000 signatures had 
been collected from mobili~ed reservists. A more politi-
cally sophisticated group echoed these demands in the 
"There is a Limit" ads, which condemned the killing of 
civilians and warned against any plans to occupy new 
territories (occupied Lebanon was by then being called 
the "north bank"). After the massacres this group 
circulated a petition pledging its signers to refuse duty in 
Lebanon. By the end of October about 1,000 had signed 
and of these several were already in jail for actively 
refusing. 
As to the effect of the protests, the extensive dissent 
during the summer clearly annoyed the government. In 
early July, Sharon cancelled the lectures by mobilized 
professors and writers to the troops because these 
forums were commonly being used for debate over the 
war's merits. Discharges were also given to reservists at 
the army radio service who were alleged to be critical of 
the war. On the state-owned radio there was apparently 
a policy of under-reporting protests, while dissent at 
home and criticism from abroad sparked secondary 
debates in the media and political circles over a) the 
legitimacy of protest during wartime and b) the failure 
of Israel's information machinery to make a compelling 
case for the invasion. A further sign of the 
government's sensitivity came after the successful July 3 3 
peace demonstration when the coalition parties organ-
ized a rally in support of the war and were quick to 
claim the larger turn-out. Incidentally, the same move 
was considered after the massive anti-government pro-
test in September, but the plans were shelved when 
- Begin's coalition partners refused to participate and the 
projected attendance was too small. 
In combination with US pressures, the domestic dis-
sent was probably what kept Sharon from ordering an 
invasion of West Beirut in August. Like a child deprived 
of his prize, Sharon later denounced the opposition, 
especially the Labor Party leaders, for giving moral aid 
to the PLO. After the massacres, Sharon maintained . 
that earlier outcry against the number of Israeli casual-
ties was the primary reason why Israel had turned to the 
Phalange for the so-called "mopping up" in the refugee 
camps. (It is interesting to see that from the Defense 
Minister's viewpoint the opposition strength was a close 
correlate of the death count-a view that is belied by the 
reaction to the massacres.) 
In conclusion, the opposition's major achievement 
was to force the government to partially reverse its 
course regarding the "pogroms" in the Sabra and Sha-
tilla camps. A commission of inquiry was appointed, 
and its findings are liable to force the resignations of 
Sharon, Eitan and Foreign Minister Yitzhak Shamir, if 
not of Begin himself. 
Despite these successes, chances for peace in the Mid-
dle East remain slim. The occupation of Lebanon con-
tinues and the Begin government certainly has no plans 
to negotiate with the Palestinians. These facts reflect the 
popularity that Begin and his policies retain in Israel. 
Although the Beirut massacres hurt him politically, 
72% of the population polled after the incidents 
approved of his performance and 50% thought he was 
the person best suited for the prime minister's job, and 
his ratings have remained steady since then. 
What figures are available suggest that the dissent 
movement's success lay in its mobilizing of those Israelis 
who were already opposed to Begin, namely those who 
voted for the Labor Alignment or the small, dovish par-
ties in the 1981 election: non-religious academics, pro-
fessionals, and kibbutz members of European (Ash-
kenaz) descent, with the ethnic factor here being the 
most important differentiator. The support vs. dissent 
split, in other words, rehashed that division emergent in 
the last election, when the campaigns of the Alignment 
and Begin's Likud had marked ethnic and, to a lesser 
extent, religious appeals. 
Sephardic Jews 
The lack of dissent among "oriental" or Sephardic 
Jews appears to be due in part to their loyalty to Begin. 
That loyalty is in turn partly a product of their resent-
ment of the Labor Party, which they believe confined 
them to lower class status in Israel. Even though the war 
and the settlement policies will force cutbacks in the soc-
ial welfare programs from which many "oriental" Jews 
benefit, there have been no signs of protest. There are 
several possible reasons for this. First, these people hav~ 
little sympathy for the Palestinians because they recall 
continued on page 6 
DRAFT CASE 
ROUND-UP 
As of December 6, 1982, only 13 resisters have been 
indicted for failing to register with SSS. Approximately 
220 other cases are under FBI investigation. This is 
obviously a far cry from the 159 indictments by the end 
of summer threatened by _the Justice Department in 
mid-June. There are a number of reasons for the slow 
movement of these indictments. First, many U.S. Attor-
neys do not consider them important cases and they are 
constantly shifted to the bottom of the case pile. 
Second,the relatively large percentage of religiously 
motivated objectors now under investigation generate 
public relations problems for the Administration. 
Third, reliance on a more "active" law enforcement 
program has been delayed by questions about the legali-
ty of use of IRS tax information and by difficulty in 
locating addresses of those identified as potential 
nonregistrants. Of the 13 indicted, however, four have 
been tried and convicted; the indictment of a fifth 
resister has been dismissed. (See box below.) 
Benjsimin Sasway 
Mr. Sasway was the first person indicted and the sec-
ond tried. His attorneys raised a number of significant 
defenses, including selective prosecution, technically 
flawed indictment (since it merely noted that Sasway 
failed to register in San Diego, when, obviously, an indi-
vidual could have registered anywhere in the U.S. or at 
embassies abroad), and the unlawfulness of a registra-
tion program which does not include the classification 
and testing required under the Military Selective Service 
Act. Most of these pretrial arguments were given short 
shrift by hard-line U.S. District Judge Gordon Thomp-
son, Jr. 
Judge Thompson was also clearly unwilling to allow 
the trial to become a political attack on registration. In 
fact, he consistently denied Sasway the opportunity to 
explain his "motive" for refusing to register. 
After less than an hour of deliberation, the jury 
returned a "guilty" verdict on August 26, and Judge 
Thompson ordered Sasway jailed without bail until sen-
tencing in early October: "I feel he is aware of the fact 
that many of our people have gone to Canada when the 
chips are down .... He said he wouldn't [in a local TV 
interview], but in saying he wouldn't, he knows about 
it." After announcing the denial of bail, a U.S. mar-
shall stepped between Sasway and his mother to prevent 
an embrace. 
At sentencing on October 4, he was given a 2 ½ -year 
prison sentence. An appeal on selective prosecution, 
intent, and other issues is still pending. 
Enten Eller 
En ten Eller, the second man indicted for failure to 
register for the draft, was convicted on August 17 after 
a 3 ½-hour trial. Although two attorneys assisted in the 
presentation of his case, he did not permit them to raise 4 
any technical or constitutional defenses on his behalf. A 
member of the Church of the Brethren, he argued solely 
that God would not have him register, and that to regis-
ter would be untrue to his religious faith . He also 
waived his right to a jury trial. Federal Judge James C. 
Turk, chief judge for the Western District of Virginia, 
sentenced Enten to three years' probation, but condi-
tioned the probation on 250 hours of community service 
and "compliance with Selective Service requirements" 
(that is, registration) within 90 days. Following the trial, 
Enten told reporters he could not comply with the regis-
tration order since to do so would be to make a "farce" 
of everything he has done so far. 
Mark Schmucker 
Mark Schmucker, a 22-year-old Mennonite religious 
objector, was tried in Cleveland, Ohio, on October 4 
and 5, 1982. His attorneys claimed in pretrial motions 
that selective prosecution had occurred (denied by 
Judge Ann Aldrich in part because she claimed he had 
not been as public in his resistance as Benjamin Sasway 
or David Wayte), and that the draft law was itself an un-
constitutional interference with Schmucker's religious 
DAVID WA YTE VICTORY 
On the evening of November 15, 1982, David Alan 
Wayte became the first resister to have his case dis-
missed by a federal judge. Judge Tetry J. Hatter, Jr., of 
Los Angeles, California, dismissed Wayte's indictment 
because of both selective prosecution and President 
Carter's failure to give adequate public legal notice 
before starting registration in July of 1980. 
Hatter had become increasingly irritated with the 
government's refusal to produce other documents and 
witnesses regarding their prosecutorial practices for this 
hearing. He had ordered the production of specific 
White House, Selective Service, and Defense Depart-
ment documents, as well as production of White House 
Counselor Edwin Meese for cross-examination. 
At one point, the U.S. Attorney accused the judge of 
an "insatiable appetite" for documents, to which the 
judge responded that he had only "an insatiable appe-
tite for the truth." The government finally relented 
somewhat by showing the judge alone (but not the 
defense) complete versions of the requested documents . 
Hatter had called earlier heavily censored versions of 
these documents "useless" and compared them to Rich-
ard Nixon's Watergate tapes: "I can't say there are any 
18 ½ -minute gaps . . . . But, I don't understand how 
these documents could be presented . . . in this 
fashion." After seeing the full texts, he decided they 
were important to an adequate defense and ordered the 
government to turn them over to Wayte' s lawyers. The 
government refused, invoking ''executive privilege'' to 
protect the internal deliberations of the Administration. 
The judge warned that thi s refusal, along with their 
"refusal to put Meese on the stand , could lead to a dis-
missal. The government acknowledged that it probably 
\l/ould, but noted it would appeal any such action. 
faith. The Assistant U.S. Attorney prosecuting the case, 
Gary D. Arbeznik, had been so impressed with 
Schmucker's sincerity and religious commitment that he 
actually called the Justice Department some months ear-
lier to ask its permission to drop the prosecution. The 
Department declined, according to Criminal Division 
official David J. Kline, because "such religious beliefs 
could not be a reason for prosecution or refusing to do 
so." Judge Aldrich also informed the jury at the begin-
ning of the case that religious objection was not a 
defense to nonregistration. 
The government put on six witnesses, including two 
FBI agents who testified that Schmucker had told them 
he could not register. Schmucker himself testified that 
"it's pretty clear to me that Christ was a pacifist," and 
that this created a conflict with the government's law 
requiring registration. 
The jury convicted Schmucker in only 63 minutes. 
Each member was polled and said separately that he was 
"guilty." After the verdict, Schmucker noted that U.S. 
citizens could apparently hold religious beliefs, "but 
I'm not sure we can live them out.'' 
At sentencing on October 19, Schmucker was remind-
The November 15 dismissal, however, was based on 
far more than the government's refusal to comply with 
the court orders. Hatter found that the government had 
never rebutted the showing of selective prosecution 
based on First Amendment-protected activity and that 
the indictment must be dismissed. 
Of even greater significance, Hatter ruled that the 
whole Selective Service registration was accomplished in 
violation of the law. According to §463(b) of the Mili-
tary Selective Service Act, "no regulation issued under 
the Act shall become effective until thirty days follow-
ing the date ... such regulation has been published in 
the Federal Register." This is so the public has notice of 
the planned procedures and may comment on them. The 
Carter proclamation anouncing registration is such a 
"regulation" since it affects the legal rights of persons 
covered by the draft law. The judge rejected the govern-
ment' "semantic gymnastics" and said "simple logic" 
required this proclamation, regardless of its label, be 
subject to the 30-day rule. Since Carter issued the 
proclamation on July 2, 1980, and claimed it was effec-
tive immediately, he was in error. The registration 
which began 21 days later, based on that proclamation, 
was therefore invalid. 
Hatter's opinion concludes: "The court recognizes 
the widespread effect that a decision granting defend-
ant's motion to dismiss due to the illegal promulgation 
of the Proclamation will have on this nation's selective 
service registration program. However, justice compels 
the court to grant defendant's motion .... What might 
appear a minor breach of the mandate of §463(b) takes 
on far greater significance in the context of criminal 
liability emanating from a defective component of the 
draft registration's statutory scheme.'' 
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ed by Judge Aldrich that she had ruled that draft regis-
tration did not violate the Free Exercise Clause of the 
First Amendment, and that there had been insufficient 
evidence to require an evidentiary hearing on selective 
prosecution. She told him her "oath to support those 
laws which are constitutional ... is as sacred as any 
personal religious beliefs." She then sentenced him 
under the Youth Corrections Act (which allows for the 
expungement of his felony record at a later time). She 
said that he had "led a very sheltered life" and was "not 
street wise," so prison "might do you a great deal of 
harm." The sentence was 3 years' probation, two per-
forming alternative service at Emmaus House, an insti-
tution for severely retarded adults in Marthasville, Mis-
souri, and a $4,000 fine. Schmucker has begun his 
court-ordered service while the conviction is being 
appealed. 
Gary Eklund 
Gary J. Eklund, of Davenport, Iowa, was tried on 
October 27 in Des Moines. Eklund is a moral and politi-
cal objector who feels that his participation in the mili-
tary system of today is impossible. He believes only two 
kinds of wars lie in America's future-nuclear holo-
caust or war with a Third World nation: "Either way, I 
can't envision a war today that we'd be justified fight-
ing." He also believes that his opposition to registration 
will deter the government from reinstituting the draft: 
"I believe this Administration can send U.S. troops into 
Central America ... but I am convinced there is no way 
they can use conscription to maintain an army in those 
countries." He had pleaded "not guilty of any wrong-
doing" on September 9. · 
Eklund, serving as his own advocate during the trial 
itself, had a brief trial which resulted in a jury convic-
tion after only 45 minutes of deliberation. (He does 
have an attorney, Mark Bennett, who prepared pretrial 
motions and will work on Eklund's appeal.) At the trial, 
Eklund argued that, as a matter of law, no one could 
"knowingly and willfully" have failed to register during 
the initial weeks of registration in 1980. He reminded 
jurors of the tremendous confusion generated by the 
court decision just days before registration started that 
the law unconstitutionally excluded women and that 
decision's subsequent "stay" by Supreme Court Justice 
Brennan. The judge ruled that there is a "continuing 
duty to register," however, and that Eklund refused to 
register even when the Supreme Court upheld the law 
and everyone should have understood their obligation 
clearly. The issue of "continuing duty" is a major one 
for the appeal. 
Other Indictments 
In addition to the prosecutions of Benjamin Sas way, 
Enten Eller, Mark Schmucker, Gary Eklund, and David 
Wayte, 8 other men have been indicted: Michael J. 
McMillan and Gillam Kerley, of Madison, Wisconsin; 
Kendal Warkentine and Chuck Epp, of Bethel College 
in Newton, Kansas; Russell Ford of Wesleyan Univer-
sity in New Haven, Connecticut; Edward Hasbrouck of 
Boston, Massachusetts; Rusty Martin of Cedar Falls. 
Iowa; and Paul Jacob of Little Rock, Arkansas. 
McMillan and Kerley oppose the ''militarization of 
our society," represented in part by draft registration. 
Kerley wrote a letter to Selective Service in which he 
stated he could not register because of "a condition 
beyond my control. That condition is a nuclear arms 
race which poses a very serious threat to the very exist-
ence of the human race.'' 
Warkentine and Epp, like Mark Schmucker, are Men-
nonite pacifists who oppose war in all forms and feel 
that SSS is a part of the apparatus of war:· Their trials 
are expected in mid-December. 
Russell Ford and Edward Hasbrouck were both incar-
cerated at the Danbury Federal Prison this summer for 
actions in connection with Ford's pre-trial hearing. 
Ford said he refused to register for the draft because 
''when the boxcars are carrying human freight it is too 
late." The New Haven judge assigned to his case has 
been hospitalized for many months and trial before 
1983 is unlikely. Hasbrouck happened to be traveling in 
the West at the time his indictment was announced in 
October. This prompted one Boston newspaper to con-
clude that' he had "fled to Canada." Hasbrouck wants 
his trial open to television cameras, a position obviously 
being resisted by the U.S. Attorney. 
Rusty Martin is the student body president of the Uni-
versity of Northern Iowa. He has consistently main-
tained in many national television appearances that 
''registration paves the way for another unpopular 
war." The judge in his case ruled on November 19 that 
there is no "continuing duty to register," thus probably 
requiring the government to prove that he was personal-
ly aware of his obligation to register in July of 1980. 
Trial began November 22. 
Paul Jacob is the first "underground draft resister" 
of the 1980s and his Arkansas indictment is still 
"sealed" because he cannot be located and arrested. 
Jacob was the former state chairman of the Libertarian 
Party in Arkansas. He is, among other things, "making 
the point that it's fairly easy to avoid prosecution if you 
are mobile and semi-secretive." 
Editor's note: According to Barry Lynn of Draft 
Action, no further indictments are expected before the 
new year. He explained that, as most of the resisters cur-
rently under investigation are religious objectors, any 
indictments before then would be "a pre-Christmas 
P.R. problem for the government." • 
This article is excerpted from articles in Draft Action, volume 
2, numbers 4 and 5 (#534 Washington Building, 1435 G St, 
NW, Washington, DC 20005). Reprinted by permission. 
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the persecution of Jews in Arab countries. Second, the 
"oriental" Jews have tended to compensate for their 
generally lower socio-economic status by over-identifi-
cation with a militarily strong Israel. Third, these Jews 
have a material interest in a strong, fighting army, 
because the IDF has been a principal means for their up-
ward social mobility. Finally, Israel's access to a source 
of cheap labor on the West Bank has enabled many of 
the "oriental" Jews to become labor supervisors instead 
of ordinary laborers. 
Most of the religious Jews have supported Begin and 
the invasion because they share with him an ideological 
interest in annexing the West Bank, and they see the 
removal of the PLO as one way of approaching that 
goal. However, not all of them believe that possession 
of the territory is a religious tenet, and even some who 
do believe that the attainment of peace is preferable. 
Thus there was a sizeable group of religious Jews, asso-
ciated with the Labor Party, who opposed the war from 
its very start. In contrast, some religious party mem-
bers, confronted with the inordinately high percentage 
of religious youth among the Israeli war dead, have 
begun to soften their demands for annexation. But it is 
unclear whether this trend will continue, and, in any 
case, at least a third and probably more of the religious 
Jews will continue to demand the territories at any cost. 
In short, the war in Lebanon and the opposition to it 
have crystalliz~d the rift in Israel between Israelis who 
want to exchange land for peace and those who want the 
land or deny that ·the choice actually exists. At present 
these forces are nearly equal, with the latter group hav-
ing a slight edge. The future of Israel's opposition, 
therefore, seems to depend on the actions of other 
agents, especially the US and the PLO. Should the latter 
move toward recognition of Israel, the credibility of the 
opposition would increase, and Chairman Yasir Arafat 
and his colleagues now know that there are Israelis who 
want to talk with him and whose political fortunes he 
can help. Similarly, US determination to back its call 
for a settlement freeze with cuts in economic aid to 
Israel could also strengthen the opposition. 
On the other hand, the failure of the PLO to clarify 
its position toward Israel and/ or the shelving of the 
Reagan initiative will undermine the dissent. It will 
shrink once again to a few, not very credible voices cry-
ing in a steadily expropriated wilderness. • 
Roger Hurwitz is a specialist in Middle East politics and a 
researcher for the Political Science Dept., M.I.T. He is also a 
member of the Middle East Task Force of New Jewish Agenda 
(Boston). 
An excellent source on current Israeli internal politics is 
Jsra/eft bi-weekly news service, POB 9013, Jerusalem, Israel, 
91090. Rates are $20.00 for 6 months, checks should be made 
out to ISRALEFT NEWS SERVICE. 
The Committee against the War in Lebanon welcomes support 
for the continuation of its activities. Its address is POB 39872, 
Tel Aviv, Israel. Its bank account number is 105-156817, Inter-
national Bank, Karlibach Branch, Tel Aviv, Israel. 
BEYOND THE 
FREEZE 
E.P. Thompson, Beyond the Cold War: A New 
Approach to the Arms Race and Nuclear Annihilation 
(Pantheon, 1982), pb. $5.95. 
In December, 1979, the United States persuaded 
NA TO governments to accept the stationing of two new 
missiles on European soil. Allegedly intended to counter 
the Soviet SS-20 missiles then being deployed and tar-
geted on Western Europe, the U.S. Cruise and Pershing 
II missiles had in fact been on the drawing boards for 
more than a decade. The new technologies that these 
two new missiles embody dramatically change the bal-
ance of terror in Europe. Both are extremely accurate, 
and while the Cruise missile is relatively slow, the Persh-
ing II is a "first strike" weapon, capable of hitting tar-
gets in the Soviet Union six to eight minutes after being 
launched-from their West German bases. 
The decision by the governments of Britain, West 
Germany; Italy and, with qualifications, Belgium and 
the Netherlands to accept the new missiles was taken 
with virtually no parliamentary debate or public fore-
knowledge. Despite this, NATO's missile decision 
almost immediately stimulated a dramatic revival of 
peace protests throughout Europe. Loosely linked 
through the European Nuclear Disarmament (END) 
organization, the massive demonstrations organized 
have made the deployment of the Cruise and 
Pershingmissiles problematic. The movements which 
have grown out of these protests have also helped to 
transform European politics, opening the possibility of 
a "third way": rejecting the nuclear weapons and 
political blocs of both the United States and the Soviet 
Union. 
All of this has been very inspiring to Americans. We 
have drawn strength from Europe's huge demonstra- . 
tions and hope from their political successes. But per-
haps we have not really listened to what the Europeans 
are saying. Our support has stopped short of attempting 
to understand the strategies and preoccupations of the 
European movement, or recognizing areas where it dif-
fers or even contradicts the predominant strategies of 
our own movement. Instead, U.S. peace organizations 
have attempted to stuff the END movement into the 
broad outlines of the Freeze, filtering out what is differ-
ent from the European message. 
The publication of E.P. Thompson's book, Beyond 
the Cold War, should help to change this. Thompson, a 
leading British historian, is a founder and spokesperson 
of END. The essays and speeches collected in this vol-
ume convey to us something of the urgency which Euro-
peans feel concerning these new missiles and, more 
broadly, with the realization that Europe has become 
the chosen "theater" for the "limited" nuclear war now 
being plotted by Weinberger and Co. Yet Beyond the 
Cold War also argues passionately for some concepts 7 
and strategies which are foreign to, or even contradict, 
the strategic guidelines of the Freeze. These include: 
**the insistence that a successful peace politics 
requires working under or around-not through-the 
politics of nation states; 
**the importance of unilateral initiatives-not bi-
lateral agreements-in achieving a gradual reduction in 
nuclear armaments; 
**the need to break down the two great political blocs 
organized around the military power of the Soviet 
Union and the United States, and to not reinforce these 
blocs by channeling disarmament pressures into bi-
lateral negotiations; 
**the political strategy of simultaneously attempting 
to de-nuclearize Europe, while restoring its integrity-
creating a nuclear free zone from Poland to Portugal, or 
from the Atlantic to the Urals, and by so dong to bring 
Warsaw, Budapest, Berlin and Moscow out of ''the 
East" and back into Europe; 
**the importance of peace movement support for 
autonomous movements in Eastern Europe, both 
Solidarity and the human rights movements, as a means 
of creating Eastern partners for a future, non-nuclear 
"United States of Europe"; and 
**the need to reject the very concept of deterrence, 
that .some missiles are "defensive," as well as the idea 
that the U.S.S.R. is somehow only responding to U.S. 
initiatives. While recognizing the historical truth of this 
latter point, Thompson maintains that ·we must shift our 
focus from the origins of the arms race to the conse-
quences of that race, thus rejecting totally the strategy 
of the World Peace Council and other organizations 
which focus only on U.S. nuclear weapons. 
In the next few months a new round of European 
agitation will be aimed at the Cruise and Pershing mis-
siles. At the same time the nuclear Freeze movement will 
be assessing the possibilities that follow from their refer-
enda victories and a more liberal Congress. Among 
other things, the Freeze movement will have to decide 
whether it can risk its consensus on a mutual, bi-lateral 
freeze by proposing that a unilateral halt should be 
made in the deployment of the Cruise and Pershing, 
now scheduled for early 1984. Failure to do so could 
"freeze" these missiles into, not out of, NATO's arse-
nal and European politics. E.P. Thompson's Beyond 
the Cold War gives us an eloquent and much needed 
voice in our thinking and decision. • 
-Frank Brodhead 
Formerly on the staff of Resist, Frank Brodhead now lives in 
Philadelphia. He is a member of the Resist board and a fre-
quent contributor to the newsletter. 
GRANTS 
HONDURAS INFORMATION CENTER (1151 Mas-
sachusetts Ave., Cambridge, MA 02138). 
In contrast to other Central American countries, the sit-
uation in Honduras is not one that has been well publi-
cized in the US press. A group of citizens and friends of 
Honduras gathered in Washington DC in August 1982 
to form a group which could respond to this dearth of 
information-the Honduras Information Center. The 
purpose of the center is to publicize the growing repres-
sion of grassroots organizations and the increasing vio-
lations of basic human rights in Ho.nduras. At present 
their major format for information sharing is the Hon-
duras Update, a monthly packet of reprints on Hon-
duras which are gathered from various newspapers and 
journals such as Counterspy, The New York Times, 
Latin America Weekly Report, and translations from 
Dario Las Americas. With this information the center 
hopes to publicize the situation in Honduras itself and 
its relation to current events in the rest of Central Amer-
ica by providing a truer view of its democracy, respect 
fo·r human rights and non-intervention in other Central 
American countries; revealing the international plan to 
use Honduras as a stronghold from which to intervene 
ideologically and militarily against the neighboring 
countries of Nicaragua, El Salvador and Guatemala; 
and publicizing the frequent and systematic violations 
of basic human rights in the country. In addition to put-
ting together the Honduras Update, the center will be 
conducting teach-ins and conferences and presenting 
audio-visual materials on Honduran education, mili-
tary, refugee camps and health care. Resist's grant sub-
sidized the costs of printing and distributing two months 
of the update. 
OFICINA LEGAL DEL PUEBLO UNIDO, INC (PO 
Box 1493, San Juan, TX 78589). 
Despite incredible economic odds, Oficina Legal has 
been struggling for ten years for equal justice for Mexi-
can Americans in south Texas. This law project is 
unique in its support of and participation in community 
struggles. They are directed by a board of ten commun-
ity people who make sure that legal work is not done in 
a vacuum, but rather goes hand-in-hand with the work 
of community groups. In the last year Oficina Legal has 
won a series of court victories against police brutality in 
McAllen, Texas. They won over $410,000 for twenty-
five people who suffered at the hands of the police. 
Other areas of concern and struggle have been the racist 
rules which regulate the Texas grand jury system. The 
selection process for grand juries in Texas systematically 
excludes Mexican Americans, women, young and poor 
people. Oficina Legal's most recent success, a case in 
Texas Supreme Court, will amend the Worker's Com-
pensation Act to include farm·workers. All of the eco-
nomic support for the law office depends on their suc-
cess in winning court cases. If these cases fail, there are 
still court costs which must be covered. Unlike other 8 
legal support offices, they do not take any non-political 
cases to pay the bills but only work with those people 
who cannot get legal support anywhere else. Resist's 
grant could not cover all the unpaid expenses but we 
were able to give some support. 
UNITED LEAGUE OF HOLMES COUNTY (Route 4, 
PO Box 18, Lexington, MS 39095). 
The United League wrote to us recently requesting sup-
port for an essay writing contest to take place in the 
public school system in Holmes County during Black 
History Month. The theme of the contest is "the history 
of Holmes County from a black perspective.'' Consid-
ering the important work that the United League is do-
ing in other areas and the value of this contest for school 
children in Holmes County, we decided to support the 
project. Holmes County, Mississippi, is 69.1 % black. 
Until recently there was not one black employee in the 
city hall in Lexington, the county seat. 100% of the pub-
lic school system, which is controlled by a white school 
board, is black. The students read from textbooks that 
tell the history of Mississippi without once using the 
word slavery. Unemployment is high, wages are low and 
housing is usually substandard. "In its struggle to 
change that reality," Dollars and Sense reported, "the 
Unit_ed League employs tried and true tactics-the 
ballot, . . . and the boycott." Successful boycotts 
against white merchants resulted in more representative 
hiring of black workers. A campaign against local doc-
tors and clinics resulted in the removal of ''walls of 
separation," partitions used in waiting rooms to sepa-
rate black patients from white patients. Voter registra- · 
tion campaigns and support of black candidates has 
resulted in black representation in city and county 
government. 
ADDITIONAL GRANTS 
NO NUCLEAR NEWS (Box 149, Somerville, MA) 
PHILADELPHIA REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS 
ORGANIZATION (PO Box 29510, Philadelphia, 
PA 19144) 
INVERT (RFD 1, Newport, ME 04953) 
MILITARY LAW TASK FORCE, NLG (San Diego, 
CA) 
JOBS WITH PEACE (2001 E Baltimre St., Baltimore, " 
MD 21231) 
NOTICES 
WRITERS: Resist is accepting articles and book reviews 
for the newsletter. Manuscripts should be 1,000-4,000 
words typed and double spaced. Please include an SASE 
if you wish to have your manuscript returned. 
INTERN: We are looking for student interns, spring 
semester 1_983. No pay, college credit only, but oh what 
a wonderful place to work! 
